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erecting, as he adds, ought not to be to the hindrance of the celebration of Divine service. And if they are erected without consent, and upon enquiry and inspection he found to the hindrance of Divine service, he thinks it will not he denied, that in such case the Ordinary has sufficient authority to decree a removal, without any danger of an action at law. Gibs. 453, 404.
If any superstitious pictures are in a window of a church or aisle, it is not lawful for any to hreak them without license of the Ordinary: and in Pricket's case^ Wray, Chief Justice, hound the offender to good behaviour. Cro. Jac. 366.
Besides what has been observed in particular, there are many other articles for which no provision is made by any special law, and therefore must be referred to the general power of the churchwardens, with the consent of the major part of the parishioners as aforesaid, and under the direction of the Ordinary ; such as the erecting galleries, adding new bells, (and of consequence, as it seems, salaries for the ringers,) organs, clock, chimes, King's arms, pulpit cloths, herse cloth, rushes, or mats, vestry furniture, and such like. The soil and freehold of the church and church-yard is in the parson; but the fee simple of the glebe is in an abeyance. 1 Inst. 341. And if the walls, windows, or doors of the church be broken by any person, or the trees in the church-yard be cut down, or grass there be eaten up by a stranger; the incumbent of the rectory (or his tenant if they be let) may have his action for the damages. But the goods of the chuich do not belong to the incumbent, but to the parishioners ; and if they be taken away, or broken, the churchwardens shall have their action of trespass at the common law. Wats. c. 39.
ORTHODOXY, soundness of doctrine; of course, the question here to be decided is, what is soundness of doctrine ? If two men take Scripture for their guide, and professing to have no other guide, come to opposite conclusions, it is quite clear that neither has a right to decide that the other is not orthodox. On this principle, it is as uncharitable and illogical for the Trinitarian to call the Socinian not orthodox, as it is for the Socinian to predicate the same of the Trinitarian* But if we interpret